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DETAILED ACTION 



1. Claims 1-31 are presented for Examination. 

2. Claims 1, 2, 6-12, 16-21, & 27 have been amended. 



Drawings 

3. The drawings were received on 02/19/2008. These drawings are accepted. 



Response to Arguments 

4. Applicant's arguments with respect to Claims 1-31 have been considered but are 
moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

5. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 1 02 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1 ) an application for patent, published under section 1 22(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

6. Claims 1-5, 8-15, 18-25, and 28-31are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being 



anticipated by Novak (US PGPUB 2002/0104099 A1). 
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With respect to Claim 1 , the claimed "locating media stored locally at least at a first 
location in the communication network; organizing, at said first location, said located 
media and at least a portion of broadcast media and/or transferred media into channels" 
is met by the Novak reference that teaches an upload source 122 sending media files to 
a local studio 106 and having control as to their scheduling in a 'synthetic' channel- 
whereby uploaded media files may consist of recorded audiovideo clips of television 
programs (Figs. 1,4; paragraphs 0010, 0026, 0039, 0041, 0056, & 0057). 

The claimed "transparently transferring from said first location, at least a portion of 
said organized channels to at least a second location within the communication 
network' is met by the Novak reference that teaches a user at a second location 152 
receiving media files associated with the 'synthetic' channel when it is selected for 
viewing- whereby a 'synthetic' channel is added to an user's EPG 153 at a 2 nd location, 
via an emailed token or other electronic file which allows for a 'transparent' addition of 
the 'synthetic' channel since the user at the 2 nd location is unaware of the process in 
which the 'synthetic' channel is added to their EPG {Figs. 1,2,4,11; paragraphs 0041, 0058, 
0059, 0085, & 0086). 

With respect to Claim 2, the claimed "displaying said organized channels in at least 
one constructed display" is met by Novak teaching the use of a display 154 at a second 
location 152 for displaying a synthetic channel 804 listed on an EPG 802 {Figs.1 & 8; 
paragraphs 0026 & 0071). 
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With respect to Claim 3, the claimed "constructed display is at least one of a 
media guide, device guide and a channel guide" is met by Novak teaching the use of an 
EPG 802 in displaying a 'synthetic' channel listing {Fig. 8; paragraph 0071). 

With respect to Claim 4, the claimed "constructed display is formatted as a 
graphical user interface" is met by Novak teaching an EPG 802 that is configured to 
access media displayed in a 'synthetic' channel listing once it has been selected (Fig. 8; 
paragraph 0072). 

With respect to Claim 5, the claimed "constructed display is displayed at least at 
one of said first location and said second location" is met by Novak that teaches the use 
of a display 154 at a second location 152 (Fig.1; paragraph 0038). 

With respect to Claim 8, the claimed "transparently transferring media 
corresponding to at least said second location" is met by Novak teaching media being 
sent to a 2 nd location 152 once a 'synthetic' channel is selected on the EPG 153 [Fig.1; 
paragraphs 0059 & 0085). 

With respect to Claim 9, the claimed "updating an existing constructed display at 
said second location to reflect said transparently transferred at least a portion of said 
organized channels" is met by Novak teaching an EPG 153 being updated with media 
programs on a 'synthetic' channel created by an uploading source 122 (Fig.1; paragraphs 
0041, 0059, & 0083). 

With respect to Claim 10, the claimed "authorizing said transparent transfer of 
said at least a portion of said organized channels to at least said second location" is met 
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by Novak teaching the use of a 'token' to subscribe a user at 2 nd location 152 in order 
for the receipt of 'synthetic' channel listing and ultimately allowing the transfer of media 
to the 2 nd location or by a user at a 2 nd location navigating to a website where a piece of 
software can be downloaded and an update of EPG 153 can be triggered {Fig.4, 
paragraphs 0058 & 0080). 

Claim 11 is met as previously discussed with respect to Claim 1. 

Claim 12 is met as previously discussed with respect to Claim 2. 

Claim 13 is met as previously discussed with respect to Claim 3. 

Claim 14 is met as previously discussed with respect to Claim 4. 

Claim 15 is met as previously discussed with respect to Claim 5. 

Claim 18 is met as previously discussed with respect to Claim 8. 

Claim 19 is met as previously discussed with respect to Claim 9. 

Claim 20 is met as previously discussed with respect to Claim 10. 

Claim 21 is met as previously discussed with respect to Claim 1. In addition, 
Novak teaches that the upload source 122 can consist of a set top box or a PC 
uploading media files to a server (Fig.1; paragraph 0055 & 0056). 

Claim 22 is met as previously discussed with respect to Claim 2. 
Claim 23 is met as previously discussed with respect to Claim 3. 
Claim 24 is met as previously discussed with respect to Claim 4. 
Claim 25 is met as previously discussed with respect to Claim 5. 
Claim 28 is met as previously discussed with respect to Claim 8. 
Claim 29 is met as previously discussed with respect to Claim 9. 
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Claim 30 is met as previously discussed with respect to Claim 10. 

With respect to Claim 31, the claimed "at least one processor is at least one of a 
media processing system processor, a media management system processor, a 
computer processor, a media exchange software processor and a media peripheral 
processor" is met Novak teaching an upload source 122 being a set top box or a PC 
(Figs. 1 & 2; paragraph 0039). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

7. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

8. Claims 6, 7, 16, 17, 26, and 27 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Novak (US Patent Application Publication 2002/0104099) in view 
of Martin et al (US Patent 7,174,512). 

With respect to Claim 6, the claimed "presenting representations of locally stored media 
at said second location and representations of said transparently transferred media in a single 
constructed display" is met in part by Novak teaching a system that allows an individual to 
upload media files to a server, allows scheduling the order in which they are presented 
to a 2 nd user in a 'synthetic' channel listing included in an EPG, and transferring the 
media files listed in the 'synthetic' channel listing upon its selection by the 2 nd location 
as discussed in Claim 5 above. 
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However, Novak does not teach that the locally stored media at the 2 nd location is 
represented in addition to the 'transparently transferred media'. Martin et al. teaches a 
system that displays broadcast channels and locally or remotely stored content on one 
common display {Fig. 5c; col.1, lines 56-59; col.14, lines 22-25 & lines 44-47). 

It would have been obvious to a person with ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to incorporate the teaching of Martin et al. with those of Novak, 
because both Martin et al. and Novak teach displaying available media content to an 
end user. A person with ordinary skill in the art would have been motivated to make the 
modification to Novak in order to allow the additional benefit of displaying local media 
available for viewing by a user of the system, thereby notifying them of all the media 
content that is available to them. 

With respect to Claim 7, the claimed "integrating representations of broadcast 
media in said presented single constructed display" is met by Novak teaching a EPG 
153 that contains both a 'synthetic' channel listing 908 created by a 1 st user 122 and 
broadcast channel listings 902, containing local and national television channels {Fig. 9; 
paragraph 0074). 

Claim 16 is met as previously discussed with respect to Claim 6. 
Claim 17 is met as previously discussed with respect to Claim 7. 
Claim 26 is met as previously discussed with respect to Claim 6. In addition, both 

Novak and Martin et al. teach the use of set top boxes in the displaying of available 

media. Specifically, Novak discloses set top box 152 {Fig.1) and Martin et al. discloses 

set top box 1 1 40 {Fig. 2&4B). 

Claim 27 is met as previously discussed with respect to Claim 7. 
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Conclusion 

9. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

♦ Ellis et al. (United States Patent 6,774,926 B1): teaches a system in which 
individual contributors in a home may create personal television channel 
programming, which in turn may be distributed to multiple viewers over a 
communication network such as the Internet. 

❖ Wood et al. (US Patent Application Publication 2002/0054752 A1): teaches a 
video data recorder that allows a user to control recording and storage of 
television programs into personal channels for later playback & viewing. 

10. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP 

§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 
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11. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Jorge Mendoza Jr. whose telephone number is (571) 
270-5087. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday through Thursday 9:00 
am -7:30 pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Scott Beliveau can be reached at (571) 272-7343. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is (703) 872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 

Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published 

applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status 

information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. For 

more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you 

have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business 

Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a USPTO 

Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information system, call 

800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

/JORGE MENDOZA JRI 
Examiner, Art Unit 2623 

/Scott Beliveau/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 2623 



